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WE WERE NOT SURPRISED to hear that at a joint meet- 
ing of the London and provincial committees of policy- 
holders in the Albert Assurance Company held a few 
days ago, it was resolved that the scheme of reconstruc- 
tion put forward by the liquidators should be rejected, 
and that the company should be wound up. As to the 
prudence of winding up the concern the policy-holders 
had, as we have said before, to judge for themselves. 
As to the scheme of the liquidators, we are heartily glad 
that it has now been finally rejected, and we are glad 
upon very wide grounds. We have a particular dislike to 
any scheme which proposes to give to a debtor what 
properly belong to his creditors, The scheme has, we 
trust, been finally rejected; because upon two petitions 
for a winding-up order which were yesterday heard 
before Vice-Chancellor James, one by a shareholder and 
the other by a policyholder, the Vice-Chancellor ordered 
the winding up as prayed. 











THE BETURN OF COUNTY COURT BUSINESS for last 


year professes to give the number of cases of judgment | 
by default, after personal service of summons under the , 


19 & 20 Vict. 0. 108, s. 28. Under this section, the 
sum claimed must be over £20, but, according to the re- 
turn, numerous courts entered up judgment by default 
in a considerably greater number of cases than those in 
which the sum claimed exceeded that amount. Thus, at 
Preston there were 46 plaints entered for over £20, 
but strange to say, of these judgment was entered by de- 
fault in 60 cases ! At Knaresborough, of 27 cases entered, 
187 were judgments by default ; whilst we are asked to 
believe that at Goole, out of 13 plaints entered no less 
than 242 became judgments by default! Eleven courts 
are set down as entering more judgments by default un- 
der the section, than the number of plaints that could be 
entered under it. Of course there must be some strange 
blunder in this part of the return; in all probability 
arising out of the 11 courts having given all judgments 
by default, including those under the Bills of Exchange Act, 
1855, and section 2 of the County Courts Act, 1868, as 
if they were entered under the first mentioned Act. The 
principle of personal service and judgment by default, in 
the three Acts quoted, was sought to be extended to all 
county court cases, by a bill brought in last session, but 
abandoned. 

Before passing such a bill, it would be interesting to 
know to what extent the public and the profession are in 
favour of it. Some slight materials exist for forming an 
opinion on the subject, in the proceedings had under the 
three Acts, but the return as it stands does not afford the 
least assistance ; it is, in fact, worse than useless for the 
purpose. 





* 

THERE HAS BEEN a good deal of correspondence in 
the daily papers within the last week upon the subject 
of cruelty to animals in its various forms; and the shooting 
and taking of birds has been, not uanaturally, one of the 
branches of the subject most discussed. But all those- 
who have taken part in the discussion appear to have over 


looked the existence of the“ Seabirds’ Preservation Act” 
of the last session. This Act we have already examined 
in some detail. And we call attention to itagain with two 
objects; first to point out to those benevolent people who 
take an interest in the matter that in their efforts to 
repress cruelty to seabirds they have the law distinctly 
and directly on their side, for shooting or taking 
seabirds is now acriminal offence and punishable as 
such; and secondly, toshow that in endeavouring to extend 
a like protection to landbirds, they will have, what is 
always a great advantage and assistance to law reformers, 
a precedent in their favour. 








WE HAVE SEFORE NOW called our readers’ attention to 
the shameful conspiracy to which many, if not most, of 
| the furniture brokers of London appear either to be 
parties or to lend theircountenance. The “knock-out” 
' system, or rather the system of which the knock-out 
| forms a part, is a combination among the brokers to pre- 
| vent any really open sale by auction from taking place ; 
| to prevent the owners of goods from selling how and to 
whom they please, auctioneers from carrying on their 
| business in their own way, and members of the general 
public from bidding if they choose; it is a conspiracy to 
keep the field to themselves in every auction-room. 
Such a combination is in itself as clearly illegal as it is 
mischievous. And the means by which this conspiracy 
is carried out are sometimes outrageous. A very mon- 
strous case was brought before Mr. Knox at the Marl- 
borough-street Police Court a few days ago. Louis 
Alexander, a furniture broker and dealer, was charged 
with using abusive and insulting language, first, to a 
respectable woman who had been bidding at an auction ; 
and secondly, to the auctioneer. We shall let the wit- 
nesses tell their own story :— 


“ Mrs Amelia Barsham, a married woman, said on Tues- 
day, Sept. 7, she went to the auction rooms, 21, Bond- 
street, and was bidding for one of the lots, when the defen- 
dant, who appeared angry at what she was doing, called 
| her a common ,& twopenny ——. She told him she 
| Was a respectable married woman, the mother of a family, 

and asked him how he dared to call her such vile names in 
a public room. Several persons in the room called out 
shame, and her husband, who had accompanied her to the 
sale, was about to strike the defendant when Mr. Hazle, 
the auctioneer, interposed, and said he would send for a 
constable. The defendant’s brother came up, and he said 
to her he could prove that what his brother said was true, 
and that his brother never spoke without having good 
foundation. She told the fellow he was a blackguard, 
and when a constable came into the room, the defendant 
defied him to turn him out, and in a loud tone said to Mr 
Hazle, he supposed he was connected with that woman 
meaning complainant. The uproar in the auction room 
lasted for about half an hour, and the business of the auction 
was stopped until quiet was restored.” 

“Mr. Edward Hazle, of the firm of Hazle & Parnell, 
auctioneers, Basinghall-street, said he had a sale on Tues- 
day, the 7th September, at No. 21, Old Bond-street. With 
reference to the broker system at auctions, the annoyance 
was something awful. Brokers appeared to think they 
were entitled to do as they liked with auctioneers and the 
public. If private buyers ventured to bid against these 
brokers they were put to such trouble, and subjected to so 
much insult, that at last they were driven away. As a 
rule, the combined brokers forced private buyers to leave 
auction rooms if possible. In the present case the defen- 
dant was very personal to gentlemen who bid against him. 
The defendant said something out loud to Mrs. Barsham 
He saw the defendant turn round several times to her, and 
scream out that she was a The disturbance was so 
great, and it continued so long, that he was obliged to send 
for a constable. When the constable arrived defendant 
dared him to put him out of the room, and turning to him 
(complainant), said he was not man enough, and that a 
few years ago he was only a d——d clerk. The business 0: 
the auction was stopped tor about half ar hour. 











Several other witnesses confirmed this story; thoug. 
on the other side, it was sought to represent the whole 
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affair as a mere casual quarrel, in which both parties 
were to blame. 

“Mr. Knox said it would be a mere waste of words to re- 
mark on the case. The penalty was too small, but he could 
inflict no more. The idea of calling a woman in a public 
room a twopenny —— was so monstrous that he was sorry 
he could not send the defendant to prison fora month. In 
each case the defendant must pay forty shillings and costs.” 


We refer to this case because it illustrates very clearly 
the nature of the broker’s conspiracy, and the means 
sometimes resorted to in pursuance of it. The most im- 
portant question, however, is how can this system be put 
down? The public, of course, are the chief sufferers; but 
what can they do? The auctioneers are victims like- 
wise; and could not they do something? Could they 
not meet unlawful combination by lawful combina- 
tion? Might it not be worth the while of the leading 
auctioneers to do two things—first, to unite for the pur- 
pose of watching, detecting, and indicting for conspiracy 
brokers taking part in such combinations as those com- 
plained of; secondly, rigidly to exclude from their 
auction-rooms any broker who has had to do with any 
such combination, or been guilty of any misconduct 
towards private buyers. 


THE ENGLISH LAW OF JOINT TENANCY. 
No. V. 

SEVERANCE AFTER FoRMATION OF THE JOINTURE. 

Severance may be effected, first, by the act of any one 
joint tenant operating on his own share; secondly, by 
mutual agreement , thirdly, by a course of dealing suffi- 
cient to intimate that the interests of all are mutually 
treated as constituting a tenancy in common (Williams 
v. Hensman, 1 Joh. & H. 546), The third mode seems to 
be resolvable into an evidence of the second. 

As to the act of the joint tenant operating on his 
own share, a direct assignment, either to a stranger or a 
trustee for himself, severs the jointure (JVilliams v. 
Hensman, ubi sup.; Cray v. Willis,2 P. Wms. 529, per 
Sir J. Jekyll, M.R.), whether the interest be in posses- 
sion or reversion (Williams v. Hensman, ubi. sup.). If 
the interest be vested this is quite clear (ib.). 

If it be contingent it would seem that, as legal interests 
of this nature are now assignable at law (8 & 9 Vict. c. 
106, s. 6), there can be no doubt of an effectual severance 
being practicable in the case of a legal contingent re- 
mainder ; and as to equitable interests of this nature, it 
is presumed that the analcgy to tbe legal power given by 
atatute will, if any such sanction be required, induce the 
courts of equity to give full effect, in this instance, to 
their general doctrine of the assignability of all interests 
for valuable consideration, or, where all is done that the 
assignor is able to do, to give effect to the transfer, even 
in the cuse of voluntary assignments, 

Of course, where the vesting and the competence to 
do a legal act are of contemporaneous incidence, as, 
attaining the age of twenty-one, no severance can be 
made of a joint interest, where the contingency arises in 
this way, by any act or agreement of the contingent 
owners, as the acts of infants, even for the most valuable 
consideration, marriage, are wholly nugatory for this 
purpose (May v. Hook, Co. Litt. 246a, N. 1). 

Some of a class of persons, joint tenants, being of age, 
may, by joining with others of the class, who are minors, 
in a transaction affecting the joint fund, create a severance 
of the jointure between the two classes, the adults and 
the minors; the first being bound by the transaction, and 
the latter not. Yet the jointure may still continue guoad 
the members of each class (Williams v. Hensman, ubi 
sup.). Whether the minors join or not the result would, 
of course, be the same, 

Where all are sui juris and join in an act affecting the 
joint fund, a severance will be effected or not, according 
as it may appear to be the intention to act on the fund 
in presenti, ina manner inconsistent with continuance 
of the joint tenancy (id.). 
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The mere bringing a bill or a demand however urgent 
is no severance (Perkins v. Bayntum, } Bro. C.C. 118; 
(Williams v. Hensman, ubi sup.); nor a recital, if only one 
joint tenant be party to the deed (Parteriche v. Ponlett, 
2 Atk. 54); nora voluntary deed which is invalid as a 
direct grant from a man to his wife (Moyes v. Gyles, 2 
Vern. 385). Bargain and sale by one joint tenant, and 
enrolment after his death, works a severance ab initio 
(Co. Litt. 186a), Contrariwise, if the companion 
die between the bargain and enrolment, his moiety sur- 
vives to the bargainor, but the after enrolment relates 
only to the first moiety (Cro. Jac. 53a, Co. Litt. 186, 
147a, b). 

An agreement by a joint tenant to alien is void at law 
against the survivor, but may be enforced in equity, if 
for valuable consideration (2 Ves. Sen. 634, 3,Ves. Jun. 257; 
Kingsford v. Ball, 2 Giff. App. 1). A devise is no sever- 
ance, for jus acrescendi prefertur ultime voluntati, but 
a surrender of copyholds to the use of a will and a devise 
thereupon was and is aseverance (Hdwards v. Champion, 
1D. G. & S. 55, and 3 D. G.M. & G. 202). Though 
surrender is not now necessary to a devise, yet a devise 
without a previous surrender would probably be invalid 
against the survivor. 

Marriage of a woman joint tenant is no severance of 
freehold, copyhold, or chattels real, but it is of chattels 
personal (Co. Litt. 185b; Bracebridge v. Cook, Plowd. 
417). But where the wife’s interest is a reversionary 
chose in action the bankruptcy of the husband is no 
severance of the jointure (fe Barton’s Zrusts, 10 Hare, 
12), A judgment under the 1 Vict. c. 110, isnow such a 
charge upon the interest of the joint tenant as works a 
severance pro tanto (Prideaux on Judgments, 66). A 
mortgage in fee is a severance, and if made by a joint 
tenant for years, whether for the whole or a part of the 
term, is a severance both at law and in equity (York v. 
Stone, 1 Salk. 158). But if the joint owners’ interest 
amount to a freehold, a mortgage for years is no sever- 
ance of the freehold, which would pass to the survivor 
onerated with the term (Powell on Mortgages, 18 a, b). 

Bankruptcy is a severance of a beneficial joint tenancy 
(Grifiths § Holmes, Bkcy. 260). But it would not 
affect the jointure of a mere legal estate in a trustee 
(Winch v. Keely, 1 T. R. 619). 

Alienation of part of one joint tenart’s share severs, 
quoad a corresponding part of the companion’s interest, 
but the jointure remains for the residue (Co. Litt. 193b, 
and see 2 Prest. Ab. 60). So a partial division of a fund 
is no severance as to the residue, whether made by those 
interested (Baldwin v. Johnson, 3 Bro. C. C. 455) or by 
the trustee of the fund (Leck v. Macdonald, 32 Beav. 28). 
The burden of proof is on those asserting severance (per 
Master of the Rolls, id.). A release from oue joint 
tenant to another or others, not being the only one, or 
all, of his companions (and whatever the form of convey- 
ance, it is in law a release, and must be pleaded as such: 
2 Saund. 97), passes the fee without the word heirs, and 
creates a severance of this share, which the releasees 
hold as tenants in common with themselves and theirother 
conjuncti, as to whom the jointure still continues for the 
residue (Co. Litt. 193a,b). If the joint tenancy be only 
for life, the estate conveyed to the releasees will last only 
for the life of the releasor (W. Jones, 55; Cro. Jac. 696), 
the same as it does if the alienee be a stranger (W. 
Jones, 55). 

The legal effect of a release from one joint tenant to 
the only one, or all, of his companions, has divided the 
opinions of the greatest names in our law. The result 
of the much-debated case of Eustace v. Sconen (W. 
Jones, 55), which was argued at great length, and is re- 
ported in five different places in Rolle’s Reports, seems 
to have finally determined that such a release operates as 
if the releasor had actually died, and his share had 
passed to the others by survivorship (Cro. Jac. 696). 
Littleton appears to have thought differently (see Year- 
book, 33 Henry 6, 4,14), and his view has so far pre- 
vailed that it seems to be admitted that the charges of 
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the releasing joint tenant, whether the release be made 
tosome or all of his companions, would bind his share 
in their hands (Co. Litt. 185a); in other respects the 
effect seems to be the same as if he had disclaimed from 
the first, and never been in the seisin. ee 

The conveyance of his share by one joint tenant toa 
stranger severs the tenancy, and, if it be only a life 
tenancy, passes an estate for the life of the grantor, on 
whose death the reversioner may at once enter (W. Jones, 
55). If ail the joint tenants join in the transfer of the 
entirety, the result is doubted (see note to White’s edition 
of Watkins’ Conveyancing, p. 163). There is, however, 
strong ground to believe that such a joint transfer by 
joint tenants for life would pass an estate to last during 
their lives and the life of the survivor (see Brudenell’s 
ease, 5 Rep. 9b; 2 Prest. Ab. 64; 3 Conv. 408). 

A severance may also be worked by merger. This 
takes place where the estates for life, and the reversion 
come by different conveyances (iiscot’s case, 2 Rep. 60), 
as a lease to two men for their lives, and by another 
deed the reversion to them in tail, the jointure is se- 
vered, and they are tenants in common in tail in posses- 
sion (Co. Litt. 182 b). Soif one be lessee for life, and 
the reversion come to him and another, the reversion is 
several (ib). And whether a joint reversion come toa 
sole life-estate, or vice versd, the rule is the same, the 
estate of the joint tenant in one or the other executes 
to a corresponding part of the accruing estate, and the 
jointure is severed as to the aliquot share or shares 
which come together and produce a merger. And the 
result is the same, though the reversion accrue by de- 
scent, if it do so at a different time from when the joint 
tenancy is created ( Wiscot’s case, ubi. sup.). 

To sever the jointure by merger, the accruing estates 
must be held in the same legal right, or if in different 
rights, one must not accede to the other by act of law, as 
marriage, descent, executorship, intestacy, &c.; e.g., the 
term of husband joint tenant is not merged in the 
wife’s freehold, even if acquired after marriage by de- 
scent or even devise (Jones v. Davis, 8 W. R. 628, 5 H, 
& N. 706,10 W. R. 464, 7 H. & N. 507; Platt v. Sleap, 
Cro. Jac. 275). So, marriage of a feme joint tenant of 
a term with the reversioner is no severance (Plowd. 417), 
It is otherwise if the husband purchase the fee after 
the marriage, for then he does an act (4 Leon. 37). 

Trusteeship is not an auter droit to prevent merger, if 
both estates accrue in the same legal right (Lee’s case, 
3 Leon, 110, 2 Atk. 72). Jointure of the equitable in- 
terest is severed by merger in the legal estate, even 
though the latter may be conveyed to the joint tenant 
for a special purpose (Conolly v. Conolly, 15 W. R. 944). 

It remains to be observed, as a consequence of the 
maxim “jus accrescendi prefertur oneribus,” that no mere 
charge, such as a rent-vharge, right of common, way, &c., 
granted by one joint tenant, will effect any severance to 
the prejudice of his surviving companion, to whom the 
land will accrue discharged of the burden (Co. Litt. 
184b). And it does not appear that any equitable in- 
terposition would affect this result. 

We have seen, however, that an agreement to 
alien for valuable consideration will be supported in 
equity against the righf to survivorship (2 Ves. 
Jun. 634, 3 Ves. Jun. 257). And, in like manner, 
it is presumed that if a joint tenant create an equit- 
able charge for valuable consideration, equity, which 
would consider it as an agreement to create a valid mort- 
gage, and regards that as done which is agreed to be 
done, would sustain the charge against the surviving 
companion. The distinction is obvious between the de- 
signed adoption of a legal modification complete in itself, 
such as a rent-charge, and which is yet insufficient to 
affect the right of survivorship, and a contract, express 

or implied (which equity supposes), to perfect a convey- 
ance which would be valid to effect the purpose in- 
tended. 

Partition includes severance, but also implies the 
actual division and allotment of the land, &c., in aliquot 
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shares, and may be either carried out by agreement and 
mutual conveyance, or, if the parties cannot agree, e»m- 
pulsorily, by a suit in chancery fora partition. Although 
this process is now more expeditious than formerly, it is 
still one that takes time ; and, as the mere filing of the 
bill does not effect a severance, if that object be urgently 
desirable it may be best, first, to sever the jointure by a 
conveyance, as before mentioned, and then claim the 
partition as a tenant in common. 


(To be continued.) 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


Cap. XLI.—An Act for amending the law with respect to 
the rating of occupiers for short terms, and the maki yg 
and collecting of the poor rate. 

The poor rate is, generally speaking, as every one is 
aware, a tax upon the occupier of premises liable to the 
rate. But the carrying out of this principle in its in- 
tegrity was long ago found to work two evils. First, 
amongst a shifting population, injustice was often done 
to the occupier by making him pay more rates than 
would, if they were properly apportioned, fall to his share. 
Secondly, more often still, amongst a poor and shifting 
population the rates were never paid at all. Hence was 
devised the system of compounding—that is to say, of en- 
tering into a composition with the owner of certain 
classes of premises whereby he became liable for the 
rates instead of the occupier, and in consideration of his 
doing so, the amount of the rate was reduced by a cer- 
tain percentage. In such cases the occupiers be- 
came what has since been called compound house- 
holders. Of course such arrangements as this were 
not commonly made by special contract with the 
landlord, but by more general provisions. This 
was done in some cases by means of local Acts, in 
others by the adoption of the Small Tenements Act, 13 & 
14 Vict. c. 99. We need not discuss the old system of 
compounding more fully at present; our readers will find 
it fully explained ante, vol xi., p. G41. We merely advert 
to its general character at present in order that the 
effect of the Act first passed may be clearly understood. 

At the time when the Representation of the People 
Act of 1867 was under discussion in the House of Com- 
mons, that House having adopted as a principle that the 
personal payment of rates should be a cundition of the 
borough franchise, the case of the compound house- 
holders immediately became a difficulty. It was not 
desired to deprive them of votes, nor was it desired to 
depart from the principle adopted. The solution ultima- 
tely arrived at, it will be remembered, was to sweep away 
the system of compounding for poor-rates altogether, in 
every parish wholly or partly within a Parliamentary 
borough, Section 7 of the Representation of the People 
Act enacted that for the future (subject to exceptions 
which we need not now notice) the occupier, and not the 
owner, should be in every case rated to the poor-rate. 
We need hardly remind our readers that by the same Act 
one condition of the occupation franchise in boroughs (as 
was also required by the Reform Act) was the being 
rated to all poor rates made within the year of occupa- 
tion, and the payment of all up to a fixed period. 

Much loss has within the last few months been found 
to result in very many parishes and boroughs from the 
abolition of the system of compounding, and much hard- 
ship has been suffered by the poorer class of occupiers 
by the exaction of rates from them personally. The Act 
which we are now considering therefore re-establishes 
the compounding system, and grants certain other relief 
to occupiers. It provides first (section 1) that any 
occupier of premises let for not more than three 
months may deduct poor rates paid by him from his 
rent; and (section 2) that no occupier shall have to pay 
at one time, or within four weeks, more than one 
quarter’s rate. 

Secondly, by section 3 the overseers, subject to thecon- 
trol of the vestry, may agree with the owner of any pre- 
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mixes of not more than £20 rateable value in London, 
£13 in Liverpool, £10 in Birmingham or Manchester, 
or £5 elsewhere, that the owner shall be liable to be 
rated for not less than a year and to pay the rates whe- 
ther the premises be occupied or not, and that he shall 
be allowed a deduction of not more than twenty-five per 
eent. By section 4 the vestry of any parish may, from 
time to time, order that the owners of all premises of 
the foregoing description shall be rated instead of the 
occupiers, allowing them a deduction of fifteen per cent.; 
and if any owner is willing to be rated for a year, and 
pay the rates whether the premises are occupied or not, 
he may be allowed a further fifteen per cent. But this 
is only to apply to premises which include a dwelling- 
house. If the owner do not pay by the 5th June any 
rate due before the 5th January he is (section 5) to lose 
the benefit of the deduction. This Act is general in its 
operation and not confined to Parliamentary boroughs, 
and accordingly the Small Tenements Act and the vari- 
ous local Acts are repealed so far as relates to poor rates 
made after the 29th September instant. 

By section 7 the principle of personal payment of 
rates as a condition of the franchise is given up. And 
it is enacted that payment by the occupier, though he 
may deduct the amount from his rent, or payment by the 
owner under a composition order or agreement with the 
overseers or by arrangement with the occupier, and not- 
withstanding the allowance of any deduction, shall for 
the purpose of the franchise be deemed a payment of 
the full rate of the occupier. And a somewhat similar 
change is made by section 19. By that section the duty 
of the overseers to insert the names of all occupiers in 
the rate is enforced, But the omission of his name is 
not to disfranchise an occupier. 

Provisions are, of course, necessarily made for levy- 
ing the rate from the owner, for allowing him to appeal, 





section 7. By it the commissioners are invested with 
all the powers of the Court of Chancery with regarg 
to compelling the attendance of witnesses and other 
matters relating to the taking of evidence, and in en. 
forcing any order which they may make. By the same 
section, the commissioners are empowered to review their 
own decisions, but except to the commissioners them. 
selves no appeal is to lie from any decision which may 
be given by them or by any of them upon any class of 
question but one, so that their jurisdiction, large as it is 
in respect of subject-matter, is also to be the only 
original jurisdiction probably in the kingdom which, 
upon most points, whether of law or fact, is not to be 
subject to review in any form. The one class of ques- 
tions as to which an appeal is to lie, are those of value; 
the value of life or other interests compensated, and the 
value of advowsons. Such questions may be referred to 
arbitration in the manner pointed out by the Railway 
Clauses Act, with a slight modification. 

The commission being thus constituted, the next part 


| of the Act (sections 10 to 13) deals with the vesting of 


and others of a like kind; and for enabling the occupier to | wet 
| deprived of incomes under the Act. It divides such per” 


pay in case the owner make default, and to deduct the 
amount from his rent. Where the owner is the person 
properly liable the rate may still be levied upon the oc- 
cupier to the extent of any rent then due by him, and 
with, of course, a right of deduction. 


the property of the Irish Church in the commissioners, 
The sections of this group prohibit the appointment of 
any person to any benefice after the passing of the Act, 
that is to say, the 26th July last. They vest all the pro- 
perty of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners in the newly- 
appointed commissioners, from the same date; and the 
same thing is done with all property belonging to any 
benefice ; subject, first, to all incumbrances, secondly, to 
life interests in all corporeal hereditaments, and, thirdly, 
to customary right of renewal of leases. Lastly, by sec- 
tion 13, all ecclesiastical and cathedral corporations in 
Treland are dissolved, from the Ist January, 1871; and, 
from the same date Irish archbishops and bishops are no 
longer to sit in the House of Lords. 

The next part of the Act (consisting of sections 14 to 
18) relates to the compensations to be made to person- 


sons into the following groups :—(1) Holders of arch- 
bishopries, bishoprics, beuefices, and cathedral prefers 
ments; (2) curates; (3) diocesan and district schoolmas- 


| ters, and clerks, sextons, and other holders of frechold 


In the case of Jones v. Bubb (17 W. R. 205) it was | 


held that two things go to the making of a rate, the 
siguing by the overseers and the allowance by the justices; 
and thata rate was not therefore made within the year 
of occupation, so as to make it necessary that an occu- 
pier, in order to enjoy the franchise, should have been 
rated to it, unless both these things occurred within the 
year. By section 17 of the present Act a rate is to 
be deemed to be made on the day it is allowed by the 
justices or if they sever by the last of them. 


Cap, XLIT.—An Act to put an end to the establishment 
of the Uhureh of Ireland, and to male provision in 


respect of the temporalities thereof, and in respect of | 


the Royal College of Marynorth 

Not only have the disestablishment and disendow- 
ment of the Irish Church passed from the region of 
speculation to that of accomplished fact, but the measure 
by which the change is effected has passed from the 
domain of politics into that of law. 

The Act by which the change has been effected was 
in its original form very carefully and skilfully framed, 
and though the ckangesintroduced into it during its pro- 
gress through the two Houses of Parliament have in some 
degree interfered with its symmetry, it is still true that 
there are few really important Acts in the statute book 
which have been so lightly dealt with, and the respon- 
sibility for which, therefore, rests so much, even in matters 
of detail, with its original framers. or this reason, even 
apart from its intrinsic importance, the Irish Church Act 
deserves some consideration in these column, 

The first part of the Act, comprising sections 3 to 9, 
deals with what is somewhat oddly styled, “ Constitu- 
tion and powers of Commissioners.’ Of the sections fall- 
ing under this heading by far the most important is 





offices; (4) holders of offices not before enumerated; (5) 
lay patrons. As to the first class, holders of arch- 
bishoprics, bishoprics, benefices, or cathedral preferments, 
they are to receive from the commissioners annuities 
equal to the amount of their several benefices, deducting 
rates and taxes, except income tax, salaries of permanent 
curates, to be ascertained as is mentioned hereafter, pay- 
ments to diocesan schoolmasters, and other legal out- 
goings, this amount to be ascertained by the commis- 
sioners. The annuity is to be payable as long as the 
annuitant lives and contines to discharge the duties of his 
office, or other duties substituted therefor with his consent 
and that of the Church body, or is disabled from doing so 
by age, sickness, permanent infirmity, or any cause other 
than his own wilful default. But for this purpose, 
though as we shall see for another purpose it may be 
otherwise, no curate is to be treated as permanent unless 
a deduction in respect of curate’s salary has been made 
in the case of the incumbency in question by the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners for five years before last January. 
And, moreover, if at any time after the first estimation of 
amount has been made, the salary of a curate ceases to be 
paid, in other words, if the incumbent ceases to keep 4 
curate and does his work himself, his annuity is to be pro- 
portionately increased. There seems, therefore, no reason 
to fear that any injustice will be done to incumbents in 
respect to any deduction of curates’ salaries. 

As to curates, the commissioners are to determine in 
the case of each whether the curate is permanent or not, 
‘‘having regard to the length or term of his service, the 
duties to be dischurged in the benefice, the non-residence 
infirmity, or other incapacity of the incumbent, or his 
habit of employing a curate.” It is clear from this that 
a curate may be permanent for one purpose and not per- 
manent for another ; permanent for the benefit of the 
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Sep 
curate, and not permanent to the burden of the incum- 
pent; though it is expressly provided that the converse 
cannot be the case. This, which might at first sight 
seem an anomaly, will on reflection be seen to be requisite 
for simple justice to the rights of individuals. A per- 
manent curate is to have an annuity equal to his present 
income as long as he lives and discharges his present or any 
substituted duties, or is disabled, as in the case of in- 
cumbents. But a permanent curate, with the consent of 
the Church body, and, if his salary has been deducted, of 
his rector, may commute his annuity and receive a lump 
sum instead. Curates, other than permanent curates, are 
to have gratuities ranging from two to sixhundred pounds, 

The compensations of diocesan schoolmasters, &c., are 
to be ascertained and paid in substantially the same 
manner as those of permanent curates. 

Lay patrons are to receive the value of their advow- 
sons or rights of presentation as ascertained by the com- 
missioners. In connection with them it may be noted 
that Parliament appears to take a very business-like view, 
to say the least of it, of the subject of lay patronage, 
when it includes lay patrons under the head of ** Persons 
deprived of income” by the Act. 

If the sections of the Act to which we have just re- 
ferred are the most important to individuals, the next group 
are the most important as bearing upon the organization 
of the general body for the future. Sections 19 to 22 are in- 
cluded under the heading “ Powers of Church after passing 
of Act.” In the first place all laws prohibiting the as- 
sembly of synods are repealed. Next the existing eccle- 
siastical law, and the present articles, doctrines, rules 
rites, discipline, and ordinances, with such alterations 
as, after the lst January, 1871, may be duly made ac- 
cording to the then constitution of the Church, are made 
binding upon all its members as if they had mutually 
contracted to abide by the same, and may be enforced as 


to property in the temporal courts as if the property | 


had been expressly granted subject to corresponding 
trusts. But if any alteration shall be made hereafter 
in the articles, doctrines, rites, or formularics of the 
church, it is not to bind any one entitled to compensa- 
tion under the Act, so as to deprive him of his compen- 
sation, if he shall within a month signify his dissent in 
writing to the Church body. This latter proviso, which 
was introduced on the motion of Sir Roundell Palmer, 
will probably have the effect of preventing for some 


years to come any grave alteration in the existing stan- | 


dards of doctrine and ordinances, the alternative being 
the disruption df the existing church. The former and 
principal part of the section might well give rise to great 
difficulty if it became necessary to work out to its re- 
moter consequences and apply practically the enactment 
that existing doctrines &c., are to be binding asif by con- 
tract. But probably through the medium of trusts and in the 
Court of Chancery the desired result may be attained. 
Ecclesiastical courts and ecclesiastical law are abolished. 
And her Majesty may incorporate a Church body with 
power to hold lands as provided in the Act, if satisfied 
that such body has been appointed by the bishops, 
clergy, and laity to represent the church. 

The next part of the Act (sections 23 to 30) relate to 
“dealing between the commissioners and the representative 
Church body.” Section 23 enables any archbishop, bishop, 
or person holding a benefice or cathedral preferment, or 
any curate entitled to any annuity under the Act, to 
commute his annuity and the value of his life interest 
in any property for a lump sum to be paid to the Church 
body, charged with payment of the annuity. To this 
section was added, in the compromise between the 
Government and the House of Lords, a further provi- 
sion, the construction of which has already given rise to 
Some controversy in Ireland, to the effect that if three- 
fourths of the “ecclesiastical persons ” in a diocese agree to 
commute, the commissioners may pay an additional 
twelve per cent. to the Church body. The question has 
been raised whether in estimating the three-fourths 
curates are to be reckoned as “ecclesiastical persons.” It 














seems pretty clear, however, that they are not. There 
is an interpretation clause attaching certain meaninys 
to the words defined, “unless there be something in 
the subject or context repugnant thereto.” And a 
definition is then given of “ecclesiastical persons,” 
which clearly does not include a curate. And it is very 
difficult to see anything in the section in question re- 
pugnant to the more limited construction of the term in 
question. The disposal of the churches is next dealt with. 
Ruined ckurches of interest as national monuments 
are to be vested in the Secretary of the Commissioners 
of Works, together with a sum of money for their 
maintenance. Churches in use and applied for by the 
Church body are to be vested inthem. Those in use and 
not so applied for may, if erected by a private founder, 
and applied for by the founder if living or his repre- 
sentatives if he has died within the present cen- 
tury, be vested in the founder or his representatives. 
Other churches are to be dealt with at the discretion of 
the commissioners, Svhool-houses and land occupied 
therewith are to follow the churches when the latter are 
vested in the Church body. Burial grounds are simi- 
larly provided for. See-houses and glebe-houses are to 
be sold to the Church body where there is no building 
charge at ten years’ purchase, where there is a building 
charge for its amount or at ten years’ purchase, which- 
ever is the smaller sum. With the house may be con- 
veyed thirty acres of land if a see-house, ten if a glebe- 
house, at a price to be agreed or settled by arbitration. 
Next follows a clause, section 29, another of the com- 
promise clauses, the meaning of which is by no means 
clear. It says that “in lieu of any real or personal 
property becoming vested in the commissioners which 
may consist or be the produce of property or moneys given 
by private persons out of their own resources, or which 
may consist, &c., of moneys raised by private subscrip- 
tion and without prejudice to life interests, &c., the 
commissioners shall, on the application, &c., pay as at the 
end of six months after the Ist January, 1871, to such 
representative body £500,000; but such payment shall 


| be without prejudice to any claim in respect of any par- 


ticular private endowment which may within tivelre 


months after such payment be substantiated against such 
sum.’ What is the true meaning of the latter clause of 
this section ? The payment of a certain sum to the 
Church body is to be without prejudice to any claim in 
respect of a private endowment substantiated against 
the sum within twelve months. What is the claim 
which is not to be prejudiced ? Strictly speaking, there 
can be no such claim, for, except ia section 70, which 
does not effect this question, no reservation or exception 
is made of any rights arising out of private endowments. 
But putting this difficulty aside, and assuming the fact to 
be that at a certain date, say three hundred years azo, 
certain property was given from private sources for an 
ascertained purpose, which property now passes to the 
commissioners,]what is the caim arising from these facts? 
Is it to have the exact present value cf the property 
applied to exactly the original purpose, or what is it ? 
And who is to make the claim? Is any body in the 
world with an antiquarian turn at liberty to raise such 
inquiries? If not, what is the limitation? Then the 
claim is to be substantiated. How, and before whom ? Is 
it to be before the commissioners ? The Act does not say 
so, yet it is difficult to see how any other tribunal can 
entertain the question. Lastly, the claim is to be sub- 
stavtiated against the said sum—thatis, the sum of £500,000 
paid to the Church body. What does this mean? Does 
it mean that on proof of a private endowment the Church 
body is to refund its amount out of their half million ? 
And if so, to whom, and on what conditions? And 
what is the remedy if they decline ? Or does it mean 
that a proportionate part of the half million is to be held 
by the Church body upon an express trust for the pur- 
poses of each private endowment proved ? Or have the 
words some other meaning? We have seldom met witha 
more puzzling clause. 
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The remaining provisions of the Act, though not less 
important than those that have gone before, do not seem 
to us to call for much comment, because they are less 
likely to give rise to question. The tithe rent-charge is 
nominally to be sold tothe owners of the land. But in 
fact it is simply to be remitted and merged in the land at 
the end of fifty-two years. As to other classes of pro- 
perty, rentS are not to be sold without giving the owners 
of the land, nor the reversion without giving the tenantsa 
right of pre-emption. Nor are lands to be sold while a 
reserved life interest is out standing. 

The Act is not to affect the patronage of any proprie- 
tary or district parochial church or endowed chapel of 
ease which has been endowed out of private funds, nor 
the property in such church or chapel, nor the property 
held for the purposes of the same, or the trusts relating 
thereto. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
MOTION TO TAKE THE BILL OFF THE FILE, 
Robson v. Dodds, V.C.M., 17 W. RB. 782. 

This summary way for a defendant to rid himself of a 
chancery suit will not often succeed so well asin Ztobson 
v. Dodds. Thedecision may seem a strong one, but we 
believe that it accords with the principle acknowledged in 

almer Ve Walesby, 16 W. R. 924, L. R. 3 Ch. 732, and 
Forrest v. Manchester, §¢., Railway Company, 9 W. R. 
818, that such an order may be made on motion where 
the bill is a mere fraud on the Court. The last-mentioned 
cases show that where the plaintiff is a mere puppet, as 
the Vice-Chancellor said in Robson v. Dodds, and there 
is somebody else in the back ground who pulls the strings 
and promotes the suit, the Court will not lend itself to 
such an abuse of its process, but will cut the matter short 
by taking the bill off the file, 

Properly speaking there are only four exceptions to the 
rule that every subject has a right to bring his complaint 
to a hearing where it is not stopped by demurrer or 
plea. These exceptions are—(1) where the plaintiff can- 
not give security for costs, in which case proceedings will 
be stayed until he can do so; (2) where the defendant is 
ready to give all the relief asked for and pay the plain- 
tiff’s costs of suit; (3) where the subject-matter of the 
suit is gone, and the question as to how the costs are to 
be borne remains, in which case the Court disposes of the 
costs on motion without requiring the suit to be brought 
to a hearing; (4) where the bill has been filed without 
the autnority of the plaintiff. This is the substance of 
what was said by Lord Cairns, L.J., in Seaton v. Grant, 
15 W. R. 602, L. R. 2 Ch. 464. 

It is well settled thatthe Court takes any document off 
the file which is a fraud on the Court. In Brooks v. 
Preston, 1 Y. & C, C. C. 278, Vice-Chanceller Knight 
Bruce took a plea off the file, as having been improperly 
and vexatiously filed, where the defendant had obtained 
an extension of time to answer, plead, or demur, not 
demurring alone, by a slip of the Master, and the words 
in italics had been struck out by order before the plea 
was filed, Thus, also,in Ztead v. Barton, 3 K. & J. 166, 
Vice-Chancellor Wood took an evasive answer off the 
file which had been put in with the hope of driving the 
plaintiff to except, and thus make a delay. 

It would seem that as regards bills the rule is that the 
bill will be taken off the file upon motion only where the 
plaintiff has no interest, or a mere nominal interest, 
and has made no case requiring an answer. Where the 
plaintiff has a nominal interest only, and he is ad- 
mittedly put forward by others, who remain it the 
background, his bill will be taken off the file as 
a fraud on the Court. Such was the case in Forrest 
v. Manchester, §c., Railway Company, where the plain- 
tiff admitted that the bill, which was expressed to 
be filed on behalf of himself and all other the share- 
holders in the company, was in reality filed at the in- 





stance of a rival company, who indemnified the plaintiff 
against costs. Filder v. London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway Company, where the interlocutory injunc. 
tion was refused on the ground that the plaintiff's was 
the hand by which other parties were acting, illustrates 
the same principle; and Palmer v. Walesby, a most re- 
markable case, goes to this—that he who files a bill in the 
name of another without his authority is liable for the 
costs of the suit, when the person in whose name the bill 
is filed comes forward and procures the bill to be dis- 
missed. 

On the other hand, it is clear that the principle must 
be applied with caution, inasmuch as it is clear that the 
bill will not be taken off the file if the Court should be 
of opinion that an answer is required. Seaton v. Grant 
shows this, and that a plaintiff is entitled to an answer, 
however exceptionable his own conduct may be, however 
insignificant his interest in the subject-matter of the suit 
may be. To succeed at the hearing he must have come 
into court with clean hands, but this is not necessary to 
enable him to require an answer, provided there are 
charges in the bill which, in the opinion of the Court, 
require to be met. Where there is a possibility that the 
plaintiff may prove to be entitled to some relief at the 
hearing, the fate of the motion to take the bill off the 
file in Seaton v. Grant shows what will be the fate of 
similar motions, and proves that the only chance of escape 
from the ordinary course of suit by moving to take the 
bill off the file is to show, not merely that the plaintiff's 
stake in the subject-matter is insignificant, or that his 
conduct has been reprehensible, but also that the suit 
is one with which the plaintiff has nothing whatever, 
properly speaking, to do. 
AMOUNT ON WHICH DIVIDENDS ARE TO BE PAYABLE 

IN A WINDING-UP. 
Re Joint-Stock Discount Company, M.R., 17 W. R. 1001. 

The rule was established in Re Lumber Lron Works 
Company (17 W. RB. 780), previous to which there had 
been some difference of practice, that in a winding-up 
the amount on which a creditor is entitled to receive 
dividends is the amount due to him for principal and 
interest at the commencement of the winding-up. When 
everybody is paid in full the amount of their respective 
proofs, then, and not till then, payments will be made 
on account of interest accrued since the commencement 
of the winding-up. In Re Humber Iron Works Company 
the case was one of simple proof against one company, 
In the case before us the creditor had a double recourse, 
being the holder of bills accepted by one company and 
endorsed by the other. Hehad received dividends in the 
winding-up of both companies amounting to twenty shil- 
lings in the pound on his debt. That he had thus been paid 
in full before the other creditors, who had only one string 
to their bow, did not, as the Master of the Rolls exe 
plained, affect the principle: he had been paid what 
was due for principal and interest at the time of the 
winding-up, and must wait until all the other creditors 
had been paid in full before receiving a dividend on 
account of interest accrued subsequently to the commence- 
ment of the winding-up. 





ConTRACTS ENTERED INTO ON FAITH OF ANOTHER'S 
REPRESENTATIONS. 
Skidmore v. Bradford, V.0.S., 17 W. R. 1056. 

The distinction between a mere voluntary promise or 
nudum pactum that will not support an action and 4 
promise, upon the faith of which another does some act 
or enters into some engagement, was considered by Lord 
Erskine, in Crosbie v. McDoual (13 Ves. 148), which was 
followed in Skidmore v. Bradford. In Crosbie v. McDoual 
4. promised to purchase a house for B., but re- 
quested B. to enter into the contract of purchase in her 
own name. B. did so, and the obligation thus incurred 
by her on the faith of A.’s promise was held to imply 
promise to reimburse B. any part of the purchase-money 
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assets, after his death, were held liable to make good. 

Skidmore v. Bradford was exactly the came case. The 
testator purchased a warehouse for his nephew, paid part 
of the purchase-money, and induced his nephew to render 
himself liable to pay the rest. Having incurred this ob- 
ligation on the faith of the representation of the testa- 
tor that he would pay the rest, the nephew was held 
entitled to have the balance paid out of the testator’s 
assets, As Lord Erskine pointed out long ago, the Statute 
of Frauds did not touch the case. It was not an engage- 
ment to answer for the debt of the nephew, but it was a 
debt incurred by the nephew on the faith that the testa- 
tur would see it paid. 

It would seem that any representation on the faith of 
which a liability is incurred may give the person incur- 
ring the liability the right to have the representation 
made good (Hammersley v, De Biel,12 Cl. & F. 45). 
But a mere volunteer cannot require an act of bounty 
commenced by a testator to be completed by his exe- 
cutors ; in order to do so he must at the request of the 
testator have placed himself in the position of liability 
from which he asks to be released at the testator’s ex- 
pense, This distinction is essential. 


COMMON LAW. 
“ ORDINARY ” OR “PERSONAL ” LUGGAGE—LIABILITY 
OF RAILWAY COMPANY, 
Hudston v. Midland Railway Company, Q.B., 17 W. R. 
705. 

This is a case where the question, what is personal 
luggage ? has again been raised. The Gefendants’ pri- 
vate Act allowed passengers to carry a certain weight of 
“ordinary luggage ”’ (called in their regulations “* per- 
sonal” luggage) free of charge. 


Sept: 18, 1869. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


she might be called upon to pay. And this promise A.’s | 
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ways carry much that can scarcely be deemed perscnal 
luggage. Books, presents, articles, belonging to third 
persons; things that are required in professions and trades 
as the papers of merchants, agents lawyers, and artists; 
the guns and fishing-tackle of sportsmen, the tools of 
artizans, ke.,kc. Such things are of necessity frequently 
carried, and yet it is by no means easy even for a lawyer 
to say off-hand whether they are or are not personal lug- 
gage. 

It seems to us that a great improvement might be 
made by adopting the system of giving a fixed sum per 
pound for any luggage which is lost irrespective of its 
nature or of its actual value. 

If any travellor wished to carry luggage of a value 
greater than the amount of compensation fixed for cases 
of loss he might declare the nature and value of the 
luggage and pay for its carriage, and then be entitled, 
in case of loss, to recover more than the ordinary compen- 
sation. A plan of this sort would put an end to all 
difficulties about personal and ordinary luggage. 

This system is not an untried one. It is adopted on 
many of the Continental lines, and we believe it works 
very well, It is reasonable that railway companies should 
not be liable to be called upon to pay large sums for the 
loss of luggage of the value of which they were ignorant 
when they received it, but if the amount of their liability 
is fixed it matters not tothem what is the nature of the 
luggage carried, except perhaps that they may wish to pre- 
vent persons from carrying merchandise as personal 
luggage. It is, however, impossible to prevent passengers 
from sometimes carrying merchandise with them as their 


| own luggage, and we think the amount so carried would 


| 


The plaintiff brought | 


to the defendants’ station a “ spring horse,” an improved | 


kind of rocking horse. The defendants refused to 
allow him to carry it as personal or ordinary lug- 
gage, and compelled him to pay for its carriage as mer- 
chandize. 

The plaintiff endeavoured in a county court to recover 
damages from the defendants for refusing to take this 
spring horse. The county court judge held that the 
spring horse was not personal or ordinary luggage, and 
decided in fayour of the defendants, and this decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Queen’s Bench. 

The question what is personal luggage has often arisen 
before, and there have been a good many decisions upon 
the subject. 

Papers and bank-notes carried by an attorney for use 
in causes in which he was professionally engaged 
(Phelps vy. London and North Western Railway Company, 
13 W. R. 782) and the sketches of an artist (JWytton v, 
The Midland Railway Company, 7 W. R. 737) have been 
held not to be “ordinary luggage.” So also it has been 
decided that a box containing only merchandize (Cahill 
v. London and North Western Railway Company, 9 W. 
R. 391), and a number of ivory handles packed up with 
personal luggage (The Great Northern Railway Company 
v. Shepherd, 21 L. J. Ex. 114, 286), are not personal 
luggage. 

These are not the only decisions on the point, but they 
are the cases that are most frequently referred to. In 
none of these cases is there any satisfactory definition of 
either “personal” luggage or “ordinary ” luggage; 
indeed it is perhaps impossible to define what may be 
fairly considered as comprised by those terms. 

The consequence of this state of the law is, that it is 
very difficult for any one to know whether he is entitled 





carries as personal luggage articles which do not come | 


within that term he cannot recover anything from the 
railway company for their loss. It must also be remem- 
bered that now that railway travelling is so very common 
many people, and perhaps the majority of travellers, al- 





to have his luggage carried free of charge, and yet if he | el Monsey Fee Sagat sa 


not be sensibly affected by the alteration that we suggest. 
The real advantage of the continental plan is that by 
adopting it the rights of the passenger and the railway 
company respectively can at once be ascertained without 
having recourse to litigation. 











REVIEWS. 
The Law Magazi we and Law Review : or Q arte) ly Jou 
of Jurisprudence, for August 1869. London: Butter- 
worths. 


The presentnumberof the Law Mayazine neither rises above 
nor falls below the standard of respectable mediocrity which 
has long distinguished it. The first article in the number 
it one on “ Representation of Intention and Honorary 
Engagements.’ The article begins with some not very 
clear and not very profitable discussion as to the moral 
character of various classes of breaches of promise and state- 
ments which turn out to be false. The latter part of the 
article, which deals with the rules of law applicable to that 
branch of the subject which the writer has undertaken to 
discuss, appears to us generally sound. Another article in 
this number is an elaborate review of the decision in the 
Wiltes peerage case, with which the writer is by no means 
satisfied. Another lengthy paper gives the history of the 
issue of the Historical Manuscripts Commission. ‘The main 
object of the article appears to be to show that the commis- 
sion is in fact one of the achievements of the Social Science 
Association, and that the association has not been well used 
in the matter. Another article, under the title of “ The 
Codes of New York,” is a brief and necessarily not very 
satisfactory examination of the working of the Code of Pro- 
cedure. There are several minor articles which scarcely call 
for comment. 

One fault in this number we are obliged to point cut, and 
that is the want of attention to press corrections. Thus on 
two pages, the second and third of the number, we find the 
following errors :—* Even a number of subsequent decisions 
in opposition to them, whether prior or subsequent in point 
of time ;” “ warrantry "" for warranty ; ‘** were a contract” 
In another part of the number 
Professor Cutler, whose analysis of the Indian Penal Code 
is reviewed, figures as “ Butler,” and that in what professes 
to be a statement of the title of his work. Mistakes in 
names are specially inexcusable ; for they are not only mis- 
leading to the public, but disagreeable to the people mis- 
called. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

The Courts of Justice (Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869, 
(32 & 83 Vict. c. 91.) comes into operation on the 1st of 
October, 1869, on which day all the sums of stock and cash 
forming what is popularly called the Suitors’ Fund, will be 
transferred to the account of the Commissioners for the Re- 
duction of the National Debt, and all payments that used 
to be made thereout, or out of the interest or dividends 
arising therefrom, will be paid by the Paymaster-General 
outof moneys voted by Parliament, or out of the Consolidated 
Fund. All sums that will become due previous to the Ist 
of October, and payable at the Bank of England, will be 
paid there as heretofore if applied for previous to the said 
Ist of October. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Tuomas Dosnitionne, of Gracechurch strect, City, 
has been appointed a London Commissioner to administer 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 














GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—Permit me to state. in answer to “P.S. N.,” that 
in my opinion he cannot ge up for his intermediate exami- 
nation in Hilary Term, 1860. The rule is that a candidate 
may be examined in cither of the two terms preceding or 
following the expiration of half the term of service. Your 
correspondent having been articled in February, 1867, half 
his term will not expire until August, 1870, and conse- 
quently the earliest period that he can be examined will be 
in Easter Term, 1870. ARTICLED CLERK. 

Sir.—I haveattentively read your article, in the Solicitors’ 
Journal of last Saturday, on the Reform of the Law of Real 
Property, and, although agreeing, for the most part, with 
the opinions there expressed, I wonder that the writer has 
not touched upon one important grievance connected with 
the transfer of real estate—viz., our present absurd system 
ot long deeds. 

Why, I ask, should it be neccessary, in order to transfer a 
piece of land from A. to B. in consideration of £500 (atrans- 
action which, to an uninitiated person, would appear suffi- 
ciently ple), that an immense skin of parchment should 
be covered over with a quantity of nonsense, which takes an 
hour or two to draw, half a day to copy, and a whole day to 
engross: In these days, labour is becoming more and more 
expensive, a reason why the work of solicitors’ clerks should 
not be thus wasted, and lost to society ; whilst the immedi- 
ate expense of that useless work falls, of course, on that 
section of the public which, from time to time, requires the 
services of solicitors. Something also might be said as to 
the waste of parchment; which, as every one knows, is a 
useful article in its way, being used, amongst other pur- 
poses, for binding books, and for making drums; in the 
latter case, contributing to the production of harmony, 
whether it be the performance of the “Messiah” at the 
Crystal Palace, or the huimbler elforts of a German band. 

The proper reinedy for the present state of things, I take 
to be—1. A general and compulsory registration of titles, and 
the compulsory adoption of a statutory form of conveyance, 
resembling that given in the Land Transfer Act, 1861. 2. 
An enactment that solicitors’ charges for conveyances shall 
be according to a certain ad. val. scale, with power to charge 
in addition tor any necessary oxtra work; the validity of 
such extra charges to be, of course, settled by the taxing- 
master in case of dispute. 3. That every vendor or trans- 
teror shall be taken to enter into such covenants for title as 
are now inserted in nearly all conveyances; as, in caso 
of a trustee or mortgagee, that he has not incumbered ; in 
case of a beneficial owner, that he has a right to convey, 
with the usual qualification ; and so in other cases. Power 
could, of course, be reserved to the parties to qualify such 
implied covenants, by express provision in the conveyance, 
wherever it might be desirable. 

It will be objected to the above proposition, that the 
Land Transfer Act of 1861, which attempted the object now 
under consideration, proved a failure. But was not that 
because it attempted too much’? ‘To organise a plan for 



































registering estates with an indefeasible title is a task of ob- 
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| claim required by rules 20 and 21 is sent in. 








vious difficulty and doubtful expediency; whereas to sim. 

plify the transfer of real estate, by abolishing useless work, 

is an object no doubt attainable, and much desired by the 

public. A Soricrtor. 
Sept. 13, 1869. 





Sir,—The remarks contained in your notice of the caso of 
Re Blakely Ordnance Company, Ex parte Metropolitan anj 
Provincial Bank, M.R.. 17 W. Wt. 869, upon the rule laid 
down by the Lords Justices in Aed/ock’s case, 16 W. R. 919, 
may perhaps mislead your readers upon one point. 

You state the rule in A‘llock’s case to be that a secured 
creditor may realise his security,’ and afterwards prove if 
necessary for the whole amount of his debt. Now the Lords 
Justices held in that case, as I understand it, that thors 
must be a period when secured like other creditors shal] 
come forward and fix the amount of their claim, and that at 
such period the full amount must be due, which would not 
be the case if the creditor has realised his security, as he 
would then have paid himself pro tanto ; that such period is 
not necessarily as in bankruptcy the tiling of an affidavit 
in support of the claim, but in cases where the liquidator 
does not give any notice to the creditor under the 24th rule 
that the claim is disputed, it is the time when the notice of 
It is this time 
that is matcrial, and not the date of the winding-up order, 
as held by the Master of the Rolls in Av/Joch’s case, nor the 
date of the application to the Court as contended for by the 
counsel for the liquidators in the same case. 

To the same effect are the decisions in Re Brive? ’s Bank 
Ex parte Coupland, MR. 17 WTR, 1055, and in Le Oxford, 
and Cant rhury Masi -hall Con PrN, E: } whe Vi mn doi and 
County Banking Company, VV. ©: 3... 17 W. Bees 1086, in which 
latter case it was held that it was too late to claim to prove 
for the full amount after the creditor had contracted to sell 
his security, although he had not reccived the purchase- 
money. 

A proof is a substitute for a right of action, and an ac- 
tion could not be brought for the original full amount of a 
debt which had been reduced by the proceeds of a security 
before the commencement of the action. 

It appears, therefore, that the proof, or what is equivalent 
to proot, must be made before and not «fer the security is 
realized, in order to entitle the secured creditor to receiv 
dividends upon the full amount of bis claim. Gs 

| G. HT. has pointed out what was obviously a slip in our 
notice of this recent decision. What we ought to have 
said is, that a partially secured creditor may realize. his 
security as wellas prove for the whole amount of his det 
according to Ael/ock's case. 

Clearly a partially secured creditor who has realized his 
security cannot prove in the winding-up for more than 
remains due to him. What we had in view when we 








wrote the notice was the distinction between the rule in 


| chancery, as established in A‘e//ock’s case, and the rule in 





bankruptcy. What the secured creditor of a company in 
liquidation does, is to prove for the full amount of his debt 
as it stood on the day when the winding-up commenced ; 
and then, after realizing his security, he receives dividends 
upon his proof until the remainder of his claim is satistied, 
or the assets of the company are exhausted. We thank 
“G. H.” for calling our attention to the point, to which, as 
it is one of interest to partially secured creditors, we hope 
shortly to recur.—Kp. . J. 


30 & 81 Vict. c. 142, 8. 7 (rune Country Courts). 

Sir,—I have noticed your comments last week under the 
above, but it appears to me you omit the most important 
effect of this enactment. ‘The section allowing deiendants 
to transfer a suit to the county court up to £40 is confined 
to them, and plaintiffs have no power or means whatever to 
transfer until, as you say, after issue, when by the older Act 
(19 & 20 Vict.c. 108) cither party can apply tor order to 
try cause in a county court—the result being reported to the 
superior court, where tho cause still remains, but if the 
amount recovered should not exceed £20, the plaintiff loses 
all costs, including the two shillings in the pound hearing: 
fee in the county court. 

I have long studied this subject, and in the early part of 
last year you did me the honour to publish a suggestion 
from my work on the County Court Act, 1567, to allow 
plaintitts as well as defendants this power of transferring 
causes to the county courts after appearance or plea. The 
effect of this would be that creditors, who certainly prefer 
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issuing writs, even at a small loss, would do so, and on de- 
fendant’s appearance at once transfer to a county court for 
trial, and no possible injustice would be done to the defen- 


| 


dant, as if he let judgment go by default he would pay no ; 


costs under £20, and if he indulged in appearing, why 
should he not pay the county court costs of the hearing he 
thus rendered necessary. 

The disallowance of all costs under £20 and the risk of 


defendants pleading has greatly reduced the number of | 


writs, to the extent, last year, of 44,345, but where has the 
business gone? Not certainly to the county courts, as 
although their plaints have increased some 33,000, including 
about 11,000 of cases excceding £20, the average amount 
of debt has actually fallen to £2 1s. 8d. for £2 7s. Od. in the 
previous year. Will our financiers ever try the successful 
experiment in cheap postage on the county court fees? 


Surely the last years experience, shown by the judicial | 


statistics from which I have quoted, demonstrates that the 
present annual loss of a quarter of a million cannot be 
materially lessened in any other way, and I am confident 
that if the maximum cost of a county court summons was 
reduced to ds., same as a writ, and the judgment to 10s., 
the receipts would at the least produce as muchas the present 
high maximum charge of 21s. and 40s.; but apart 


from allquestions of court fees why should not creditorshave | 


the option of serving writs in all cases (at their own cost 
up to £20) with the same facility as debtors of transferring 
to the county courts when a trial is needed ? 


If you allow the subject to be ventilated in your columns , 


we shall doubtless hear what can be said on the other side. 
G. MANLEY WETHERFIELD. 





OBITUARY. 


THE HON. NEVILLE PARKER. 

Judge Parker, of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick, 
expired at St. Andrews, in that province, on the 6th August. 
He was a brother of the late Chief Justice Robert Parker, 
and was born at St. John’s, New Brunswick, and educated 
at King’s College, Windsor, Nova Scotia ; where he was 
class-mate with his brother. He held a prominent position 
at the local bar, having been associated in professional 
partnership with his brother, and after the elevation of the 
latter to the bench of the Supreme Court, in 1834, with 
Mr. William Jack. In 1838, Mr. Neville Parker was 





appointed Master of the Rolls, and presided over all the | 
equity causes in the province until 1854, when the Court of | 


Chancery was abolished, and he was transferred to the 
bench of the superior court, in which he remained till his 
death. 


MR. R. F. SHOWLER. 
The death of Mr. Robert Francis Showler, solicitor, of 


Trinity-place, Charing Cross, took place on the 11th | 


September, at his residence, Lower Tooting, Surrey, from 


concussion of the brain, caused by an accident. Myr. Showler, | 


who was certificated as an attorney in Easter Term, 1849, 


was for many years in partnership with Mr. Joseph Lucas, ‘ 


under the title of Lucas & Showler. 


COURT PAPERS. 
QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir A. E. Cocknury, Bart., Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1869. 





Ix Tern. 

Middlesex. 
Wednesday........... . Nov. 3 | Wednesday ........ ... Nov. 17 
Wednesday............ l 


” 
There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 
A¥YTER TERM. 
ise Middlesex. London. 
PILUAY sy sbaevee sus socese INOW, 20) | PMABY. «csc. ececevse ses Dee. 10 
The Court will sit at Nisi Prius on Mondays at half-past 
100 clock, and on all other days at 10 o'clock. 
The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 





in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by 
adjournment on the days following each of such sitting days. 





COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir WiitiAm Bovi.t, Knt., Lord Chief Justice 
of her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster,. 
in and after Michaelmas Term, 1869. 

In Term. 






Middlesex. 
Wednesday sees NOV. 3 | Wednesday ............ Nov. 17 
Wednesday ............ 39. a0 


The Court will not sit in London during term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. | London. 
RRIUBY cd cacecccssa canes Nov. 26 | Friday............. ee... Dec. 10 
The Court will sit at Nisi Prius on Mondays at half- 
past 10 o’clock, and on all other days at 10 o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 


Right Hon. Sir FrrzRoy Ketty, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
of her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, in and after Michael- 
mas Term, 1869. 
Ix Term. 
Middlesex. 
Wednesday ......... .. Nov. 3 | Wednesday............ Nov. 17 
Wednesday ............ ws 10}: 
The Court will not sit in London during term. 
ArrEeR TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
DEIGGY cc scaasescada << NOV. 26> Priday....:..:<..<:; ~csa eee 10 


The Court will sit in Middlesex in term by adjournment 
from day to day until the causes entered for the respective 
Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 

During Michaelmas Term, 1869, the Court will sit at 
Nisi Prius on Mondays at half-past 10 o’clock, and on all 
other days at ten o'clock. 








> 


Sir Windham Carmichael Anstruther, Bart., who recently 
died at Boulogne, was the son of the late Right Hon. Sir John 
Anstruther, a distinguished lawyer, who was for some years 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court in Bengal, and was created 


a baronet in 1798. 


The Bombay papers state that Sir Richard Couch, Chief 
Justice of that presidency, will be appointed Chief Justice of 
the High Court of Calcutta, in place of Sir Barnes Peacock, 
who is about to retire; and that Mr. Justice Westropp will 
probably succeed Sir Richard Couch as Chief Justice of Bom- 
bay. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 








Paid, Closing prices 



























Shres. Railways. 

Stock | Bristol and Exeter... - 100} _— 
Stock | Caledonian.......s.ccees 100 | 823 
Stock ; Glasgow and South-Western ... 100 | 105 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .,, 100 | 35} 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 .... 100 7 
Stock | Great Northern c.cccoccerserees . 100 102 
Stock Do., A StOCK® ..crceccossecees . 100 | 994 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 | 9 xd 
Stock | Great Western—Original ........ SR 100 d4xd 
Stock! Do., West Midland—Oxford... . 100 | 32 
Stock | 0.,0.— Newport ccs 100 | 3l 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .. 100 | lltxd 
Stocs | London, Brighton, and South Co 100 | 44; 
Stock | Lordon,Chatham, and Dover, 100 | Isy 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western..., . 100 Ilo 
Stock | London and South-Western .., 100 90 
Stock | Manchester, Shettield, and Lincoln., 100 | os 
Stock | Metropolitan.........cccccoccessccseees tue S45 
Stock | Midland LOR RES, 10u N60 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby 100 suxd 
Stocis | North British ..c.cccccoccoccorcesseees 100 B .. 
Stock | North London ... 100 ho xd 
Stock | North Staffordshire.. | 100 o5 xd 
Stock | South Devon ......... | lO | 42 xd 
Stock ; South-Eastern . 100 | = 
SoCs | Task Valerrcrccrssccesssosersrceeceeevescorsncen cansee | MNF 155 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cout. Las been paid to B, 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Sept. 17, 1869. 

{From the Official List of the actual business transacte?.| 
8 per Cent. Consols, 92} | Annuities, April, '85, 11 15-16 
Ditto for Account, Oct. 6, 92% | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1903 
3 per Cent Reduced 913 xa Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct.10 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 913 x d Ditto, £500, Do —10 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Nitto, £100 & £200,— 10pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 76 | Bank’ of England Stock, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 | _ Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. 780 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

(ndia Stk.,10}p Ct.Apr.’74,211 ; Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC.,Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account | Ditto, 54 per Cent. ; "May, ’79 lll 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, ’80 114$ Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Ceac., Oct. ’&8 100 Do. Do.,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £100030 p.n 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.923| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 30 pm 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 


The dulness usually characteristic of the present period of 


the year still continues in all the markets. But some of the 
special causes which tended to produce especial depression dur- 
ing the preceding week have been removed or mitigated ; in 
particular the very disquieting rumours as to the health of the 
French Emperor have given place to more re-assuring reports. 
The consequence has been an increased firmness in most foreign 
funds, but without any decided rise in prices. Inthe English 
funds little has been done, and no appreciable change in prices 
has taken place. Railway and miscellaneous stocks have 
fluctuated from day to day, but no decisive movement has 
been observable. 








The Liverpool Wereury states, of the 41,106 names included 
in the new burgess roll of persons entitled to vote at municipai 
elections in Liverpool, at least 3,500 will be the names of 
women. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
GREEN—On Sept. 8, the wife of Henry G. Green, Esq., of Portland- 
terrace, Southamy ton, Of a son. 
WYLSUN-On Sept. 7, at Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, the wife of 
Wm. Wylson, Esq., Soticitor, of a son. 





MARRIAGES. 
BRIGSTO‘ See gg hati Sept. 
W. O. Brigstocke, | 


9, at Christ Church, Cheltenham, 
. Barrister-at-Law, of Gelly Dywyll, Carmar- 
i, e des st daughter ofthe late W. Fors; “th Grant, 
cardineshire. 
3 9, at St. Martin’s, Lincoln, Edward Hoare, 
treet, London, and Russel-terrace, Brixton, 
jilliam Darby, of Alfred-place, Brixton. 
DEATHS. 
y 9, at his residence, The Surry Hills, Sydney, 
N5.W., Kobert Baubury, Solicitor, in his 54th year. 
BUTLER—On Folkestone, after a Jong and painful illness, 













Charles Edward tone Bader, Esq., of Onslow-square, South 
Kensington, in the 46th year of his age, 
Robert RK. A. Hawkins, Esq., Barrister-at- 


HAWKINS n Sept. 15, 


incoin’s-inn, of 10, Montague-place, Bryanston-square, 









SHOW LER—On spt. 11, from concussion of the brain, caused by an 
Robert Francis Showler, Solicitor, of Collier's Wood, Lower 
by, aged 43, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 

GPltnding up of Joint Stock Conrpantes. 

Fripay, Sept. 10, 1869, 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

npany (Limited) —The Master of the Rolls has, 
0, ordered that the order dated Jul y 26 bo 
y winding up of the above company be 
King~st, Cheapside, and 
Cotterill 


Progress Assurance 
by an order dat 
stayed ; and that the “voluntar 
continued ; and that William pein White, 
Williara Brooks, 17, Leadenhall-st, be appoir ite d liquidators. 
& Sons, Throgmorton-st, solicitors for tha liquidators. 


Twespay, Sept. 14, 1869. 
LimtteD IN CHANCERY. 
One Wine Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Sept 14, appointed Henry Brown, 19, Craven-st, Strand, 
to be provisional official liquidator, 











Creditors under 2 & 23 Wict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, Sept. 10, 1969. 
Audaer, Geo, York, Painter. Nov 30. Markland & Davy, Leeds. 
Barlow, Re v John, rie st, Piccadilly, Clerk, Nov 1. Birch & Co, 


Lincoln’s-inn-fiel¢ 





Cooke, John, Joyce Pool, Warwick, Coal Merchant. 
Saltisford, W arwic cz; 


Sept 30. Glover, 














Ferraz, Joao Pinto, Chapel-pl, Vere-st, Esq. Nov8. Uptons& 00, 
Austin-friars. 

Hickie, Mary, Leeds, Widow. Nov 30. Markland & Davy, Leeds, 

Lole, Peter, ‘Culford- rd, De Beauvoir Town, Oct 8. Tanqueray. Wi. 
laume & Co, New Broad-st. 

Markland, Margaret, Bath, Spinster. 
Leeds. 

Radford, Jas, Leeds, Silk Mercer. Oct 31. 

Severs, Joseph, Kendal, Westmoreland, Chemist. 
Kendal. 

Shuttleworth, John Shuttleworth, Loraine-p!, Holloway, Gent. 
Mott, Paternoster-row. 


Nov 20. Markland & Davy, 


Simpson, Leeds. 


Oct 15. Thomson, 


Oct ia, 


Smith, Jas, Boston, Lincoln, Tailor. Sept 18. Rice & Wightoa, 
Boston. 

Walker, John, Pendlebury, Lancashire, Gent. Nov l. Simpson & Co, 
Derby. 


Parker & Co, Bedford-row, 
Oct 1. Yates & Martin, 


Oct 14, 


Wilkieson, Eliz, Bath, Widow. Oct 9. 

Wilkinson, John, Lpool, Car Proprietor. 
Lpool. 

Word, Jas, Dover, Kent, Superannuated Pilot. 
Greenhow, Dover. 

Tvespay, Sept. 14, 1869. 

Coverley, John, Swineshead Parks, Lincoln, Farmer. Novl. Hors. 
fall & Latimer, Leeds. 

Dyne, Fras Bradley, Gore-ct, Tunstall, 
Waterloo-p!, Pall-mall. 

Dyson, Wm, Highburton, York, Butcher. Oct 26. 

Eaton, Caroline, Uxbridge-rd, Shepherd’s-bush. 


Fielding & 


Kent, Esq. Qct 30. Cavell, 


Sykes, Huddersfield, 
Oct 30. Wells, Not. 


tingham. 

Ellis, Wm, Minerva-ter, Brixton-rd. Oct 30, Rayson, Newington. 
causeway. 

Johnstone, Eliz, Mount-pleasant, Barnsbury-sq, Islington, Widow. 
Oct 20. Maynard & Co, Coleman-st. 

Kimber, John, Portsmouth, Hants, Clerk. Oct 23. Edgcombe & Cole 
Portsea. 

Maxey, Wm, Edmund-ter, Notting-nill, Gent. Oct 31. Fisher, 
King’s Bench-walk, 

Moore, Geo, Oxford-ter, Hyde-park, General. Nov 1. Slee & Co, 


Parish-st, Southwark, 
Morris, Harriet Mary Anne, Melbourne, Victoria, Widow. 
Tathams & Co, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 
Pickard, Jolhu, Stanley-cum-Wrenthorpe, 
Lumb, Wakefield. 
Roberts, Jolin, Everton, Lancashire, Slater. Nov 15. 
Smith, Edw, Weston-upon-Trent, Statford, Gent. 
Stone. 
Weaver, Mary, Shrewsbury, Salop, Spinster. Nov 2. Craig, Shrewsbury. 
Wilder, Jas, Reading, Berks, Irenfounder, Nov l, Slocombe, Reading, 
Woollest, John Fredk Sanford, Gt Winchester-st, Merchant. Oct 15, 
Lawrauce & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Sept. 10, 1869. 

Jones, Evan, Valentia, Kerry, Ireland, Manager of Slate Quarries. Oct 
li. Jones ¢ Jones, V.C. Stuart. Watkins, Mitre-ct-chumbers, 
Temple. 

@eeds tegistered pursuant to Bankrupley Act, 1$461. 
Fripay, Sept. 10, i869. 

Attwell, Romeo Theodore, Holywell-lane, Shoreditch, Butcher. 
Comp. Keg Sept 10. 

Barden, Wm, Bradford, York, Upholsterer. Aug 7. Asst. Reg Sept3, 

Barnish, Wm, fochdale, Lancashire, Grocer. Aug 13. Asst. Reg 
Sept 9. 

Caldwell, John Marsden, West Houghton, Lancashire, Grocer. Ang 23. 
Asst. Keg Sept 9. 

Campbell, Dora, Littlchampton, Sussex, Widow. 
Sept 9. 

Carter, Frede Roger, Torquay, Devon, 
Comp. Rey Sept 8. 

Collins, Lewis Jas, Lowndes-rd, Knightsbridge, Linen Draper. 
Comp. Keg Sept 8. 

Connolly, Wm, & Alexander Connolly, Wigan, Lancashire, Provision 
Merchants. Aug 23. Comp. Reg Sept 10. 

Craston, Thos Sharp, Manch, Salesman. Sept9. Comp. RegS 

Critchley, John, Chorley, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 
Asst. Reg Sept 9. 

Dewdney, Thos, Crewkerne, Somerset, Comm Agent. 
Reg Sept 5. 

Edwards, liz, Hanley, Stafford, 
Sept 6. 

Floy a Thos, Graham-st West, Pimlico, Cab Proprietor. Sept 9. Comp. 
Reg "Sept 9. 

Frames, Jas Marcus, Gosport, 
Sept 8. 

France, Wm, 
Sept 10. 

Fowler, Wm, Luton, Bedford, Plumber. Aug 17. 

Gilpin, iy, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Auctioneer, 
Sept 10 

Handley, ‘W m, Sunderland, 
Sept 9. 

Harris, Joseph Pierre, Peak Hill Avenue, Sydenham, Schoolmaster. 
Sept 4. Comp. Reg Sept 8. 

Hunter, Wm, Knaresborough, York, Draper. 
Sept 8. 

Kosmann, Benj, jay ae nee, Manufacturer of Fancy Goods 
Aug 3. Asst. Reg Sept 8 

Leigh, John, Hyde, Cheshire, Cork Manufacturer. Sept 1. 
Sept 9. 

Lenzberg, Louis, Oxtord-st, Cornice Pole Maker. 
Sept 10. 

Macey, Uriah Robt, & Jas Ewes, Boxley, Kent, Paper Manufacturers. 
Aug 17. Asst. Reg Sept 6. 


March 1. 
York, Farmer. Sept 28, 


Moore, Lpovi. 
Oct 15. Saben, 


Aug ll 


Augl2. Asst. Reg 
Attorney-at-Law. July 31. 


Aug l4. 


»nt 10. 
Aug 12, 
Aug 18. Comp. 
Brushmaker. Aug 12. Comp. Reg 


Aug9. Asst. Reg 
Comp. Reg 


Hants, Grocer. 


Longton, Stafford, Draper. July 29. 


Rez Sept 10. 
Comp. Reg 


Comp. 
Sept &. 


Durham, Grocer. Aug 13. Comp. Reg 


Aug ll. Asst. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Soptl. Comp. Reg 
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Mills, Dan, Oldham, Machinist. Ang i4, Comp. Reg Sept 8. 

Monk, Chas a Kilburn, Builder. Aug 6. Inspector- 
ip. Reg Sept 9. 

. Thos, York, Corn Dealer. Aug 13. Comp. 

Overton, Jas Cooper, Birm, Beer Retailer, Aug 14. 


t 9. P i 
Mw Chas Jas, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Augi4. Comp. Reg 


Reg Sept 8. 
Comp. Reg 


t 10. 
R... 4 John Clayton, Cleckheaton, York, Flannel Manufacturer. Sept 
3. Comp. Reg Sept 9. — . 
Pritchard, Wm Maddox, Brierly-hiil, Stafford, Newspaper Proprietor. 
Aug 18. Comp. Reg Sept 9. : 
proctor,Chas Edw, Macclesfield, Cheshire,Gent. Aug 4. Asst. Reg 


t 10. 

ake, Jas Amelius, Gresham House, Merchant. Aug 25. Asst | 
Reg Sept 10. 

Rhein, Carl, Foster-lane, Leather Bag Manufacturer. Aug 25. Comp. 
Reg Sept 7. 

roberts, Geo, & John Hy Wouldhave, Leeds, Cabinet Makers. Aug 16. 
Asst. Reg Sept 7. 

Roberts, Moses, Park-ter, Tollington Park, Builder. Aug 20. Comp. 
Reg Sept 7. 

PP Chas Russell, Banbury, Oxford, Linen Draper. Aug 23. Asst. 
Reg Sept 9. 

Slater, Wm, Ulverston, Lancashire, Butcher. 
Sept 9. 

Talbot, Pemberton, Kidderminster, Worcester, Yarn Merchant. Aug 
25. Comp. Reg Sept 9. 

Taulegne, Auguste, Gascoyne-rd, South Hackney, Wine Merchant. 
Sept7. Comp. Reg Sept 10. 

Thomas, Wm, Fishguard, Pembroke, Currier. Aug 9. Comp. Reg 


Aug 12. Asst. Reg 


Sept 10. 

Twentyman, Hy, Gt Portland-st, Milliner. Aug 11. Comp. Reg 
Sept 6. 

Walton, Wm, jun, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, Gent. Aug 12. Asst. 
Reg Sept 9. 

Webber, Geo, Taunton, Somerset, Builder. Aug9. Asst. Reg Sept 10. 

Webster, Geo Barrington, Leeds, Joiner. Aug27. Asst. Reg Sept 10. 

Whittick, Hy, Gough House Wharf, Chelsea, Builder. Aug 10. Comp. 
Reg Sept 7. 

Williams, Robt, Lpoo!l, Draper. Aug20. Asst. Reg Sept 9, 

Young, John, Leeds, Common Brewer, Aug 13. Inspectorship. Reg 


Septs. 
TuEspAy, Sept. 14, 1869. 

Bedford, Joseph, & Mallinson Wallace, Halifax, York, Wool Dealers. 
Aug 6. Asst. Reg Sept 13. 

Bourne, Joseph, Brindle Mills, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Sept 8. 
Comp. Reg Sept 13. 

Brooks, Fredk, Montague-ter, Penge, Stone Mason. Sept 10. Comp, 
Reg Sept 14. 

Carr, Hy, Birm, Merchant, Sept7. Comp. Reg Sept 13. 

Carter, Chas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Hatter. Aug 11. Comp. 
Reg Sept 13. 

Ching,Hy, Wertemburgh-st, Clapham, Veterinary Surgeon. Aug 16. 
Comp. Reg Sept 11. 





_ Chisell, Hy Pearce, Tavistock, Devon, Boot Maker. Aug 14. Asst. | 


Reg Sept 10. 

Clark, ei Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Aug18. Asst. Reg 
Sept 14. 

Cooper, Edwin, Sheffield, Tool Manufacturer. Aug 27. 
Sept 14, 

D’Arcis, Frede Hilaire, Park End, Sydenham, Newspaper Currespondent. 
Aug 18. Comp. Reg Sept 13. 

Dickson, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Woollen Merchant. 
Asst. Reg Sept ll. 

—_, Jacob, Bury, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. Aug 20. Asst. Reg 
Sept 13. 

Francis, Robt, Worthing, Sussex, Draper. Aug 18, Comp. Reg Sept 10. 

Frielinghons, Chas, Lawrence-lane, Manufacturing Agent. Ang 12. 
Comp. Reg Sept 11. 

Fuller, Bayley, Tavistock-st, Covent Garden, Trunk Manufacturer. 
Aug 20, Comp. Reg Sept 11. 

— Raa Wenhaston, Suffolk, Brickmaker. Aug ll. Asst. Reg 
ept 13. 

my Benj, Ashford, Kent, Boot Maker. Aug 16. Asst. Reg 
Sept 1}. 

Harries, Thos, Llangenneen, Carmarthen, Tinplate Manufacturer. 
Aug 18. Asst. Reg Sept 11. 

Holmes, Raynor Fras, Dartford, Kent, Upholsterer. Aug 31. Asst. 
Reg Sept 10. 

Horner, Joseph Andrew, Burgh Castle, Suffolk, Comm Agent. Sept 1. 
Comp. Keg Sept 13. 

Hughes, Alfd, Ramsgate, Kent, Grocer. Aug 18. Asst. Reg Sept 11. | 

Jones, Thos, Brynmaur, Brecon, Stationer. Aug 17. Asst. teg | 

_ Sept 11. 

Knight, Chas Thos, Castle-st, Camberwell, out of business, Aug 2. 
Arrangement. Keg Sept 10. 

Lamb, John Joseph, Jews’-row, York-rd, Wandsworth, Builder. Sept 6. 
Comp. Reg Sept 11. 

Lee, Wm, Birm, Corn Dealer. Aug 20. Comp. Reg Sept 11. 

Meadows, Saml, & Robt Pedder Buddicom Pemberton, Lpool, Tea 
Dealers. Sept7, Comp. Reg Sept 13. 

Oakley, Wm, Taunton, Somerset, Governor of the Somerset County 

‘ Prison, : Aug 7. Arrangement. Reg Sept 11. 

Pearce, Thos, Horfield, Gloucester, Greengrocer. Aug 14. 
Reg Sept 10. 

— Saml Smith, Norwich, Fruiterer. Aug 14. Comp. Reg 
eep . 

Ranger, Thos, Hastings, Boot Maker. Sept 3. Asst. Rog Sept 11. 

Kea, John, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Sept 4. Comp. Rey Sept 13. 

Ridley, Wilkinson, Wallsend, Northumberland, Grocer. Aug 16. 

Comp. Reg Sept tH. 

Stumons, Geo, & Edw Simmons, Azenby-sq, Lyndhurst-rd, Peckham, 

: Builders, July 31. Comp. keg Sept 13. 

“quire, Thoe, Hillingdon End, Gent. Aug 24, Comp. Reg Sept 1. 

Vincent, Sal, jun, Clenchwarton, Norfolk, Cattle Dealer. Aug 16. 
Comp. Keg Sept tl. 


Comp. Reg 


Aug 5. 





Comp, | 


Waddington, Thos, Bradford, York, Boot Maker. Aug 27. Comp 
Reg Sept 11. 

Wallace, Robt, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Cordwainer. Aug 16. Comp. 
Reg Sept 10. 

Weber, Isaac, Cable-st, St George’s East, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 31. 
Comp. Reg Sept 10. 

Bankrupls. 
Fripay, Sept. 10, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Ball, Joseph, Oakham, Rutland, no occupation. Pet Sept 7. Sept 22 at 
12. Le Riche, Warwick-ct, Gray’s-inn, 

Banks, Sam! Thos, Royal-hill, Greenwich, Milliner, Pet Sept 6. 
Pepys. Sept 28 at 11. Harcourt & Co, Moorgate-st. 

Barr, Wm, Hemsworth st, Hoxton, Looking-glass Frame Manufac- 
oe Pet Sept 7. Pepys. Sept 22 at 12. Watson, Finsbury-pl 
South. 


Cakebread, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. PetSept7. Sept 22 at 
12. May & Sykes, Adelaide-pl. 
Caldwell, Wm Jas, Dagenham, Essex, Civil Engineer. Pet Sept6. 


Pepys. Sept 22at 11. Copping, Godliman-st, Doctors’-commoms, 

Cook, John, Arthur-ter, Caledonian-rd, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 8. Pepys. 
Sept 22 at 1. Nind, Basinghali-st. 

Evans, Robt Percival, & John Carbery Evans, George-inn-yard, South- 
wark, Hop Merchants. Pet July 27, Oct5 at ll. Dinklaters & Co, 
Walbrook. 

Franklin, Jas Chas, Kingsland-green, Carpenter. Pet Sept 6. 
Sept 22 at 11. Noton, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 

Froud, Benj, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 4 (for pau). Pepys. ~ 
Sept 21 at 1. Watson, Basinghal!l-st. 

Hagon, Chas, sen, & Chas Hagon, jun, Orsett-st, Lambeth, Slate 
Masons. Pet Sept7. Pepys. Sept 22atl. Apps, South-sq, Gray’s- 
inn. 

Hawkins, Sam! Stocks, Chingford, Essex, Comm Agent. 
Pepys. Sept 22 at12. Durrant, Guildhall-chambers. 
Lake, Geo, Muscovy-ct, Tower-hill, Wine Merchant. Pet Aug 31. 

Roche. Sept 22 at 1. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 

Lovegrove, Hy, Parkfield-st, Islington, Picture-frame Maker. Pet 
Sept 8. Pepys. Sept22at1l. Ring, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghali-st. 

Miller, Jas Vincent, Portland-pl, North Clapham, Secretary. Pet Sept 
4. Pepys. Sept 2lati2. Lovett, King William-st. 

Playfoot, Geo, Lamberhurst, Kent, Saddler. Pet Sept 8, 
24atll. Halse & Co, Cheapside. 

Poole, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 4 (for pau). Pepys. 
Sept 2l at 1. King, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 

Potter, Saml, Halesworth, Suffolk, Brewer. PetSept2. Pepys. Sept 
22 atll. Nottleship, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Stanway, Thos, Norfolk-ter, Westbourne-grove, Builder. Pet Aug 11. 
Sept 22 atil. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Tayler, Stephen, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock-hill, Canvas Merchant. 
Pet Sept 6. Pepys. Sept 22atll. Tower, Lower Tnames-st. 

Townsend, John, Wyndham-rd, Camberwell, Buker. Pet Sept 6. 
Pepys. Sept 2l atl. Padmore, Barnard’s-inn. 

Turner, Chas Hy, Upper Hamilton-ter, Gent. Pet Sept 4. Pepys. Sept 
22at 1. Learoyd, Broad-st-bidgs. 

Waller, Ebenezer, Woolwich, Kent, Refreshment-house Keeper. Pet 
Sept 8. Pepys. Sept 22acl. Lewis, Wellington-st, Strand. 

Watson, John, Hampstead-rd, Builder. Pet Sept 7. Roche. Sept 22 
atl2. Wright & Crowther, Southampton-st, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Comm Agent. 
dell, Manch, Sept 28 at il. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Allison, Azariah, Hunstanton St Edmond’s, Norfolk, Butcher. Pet 
Sept 7. King’s Lynn, Oct 4.at 1]. Beloe, King’s Lynn. 

Barker, Wm, Nottingham, Stonemason. Pet Sept7. Tudor. Birm, 
Sept 21 at ll. Everall, Nottingham. 

Beldham, John Robt, Guildtord, Surrey, Plumber. Pet Sept4. Mar- 
shali. Guildford, Sept 18 at 3. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand, and 
Guildford. 

Billman, Thos, Manch, Fish Curer. Fardell. 

Sept 2L at 11. Law, Manch, 

Blackmore, John Trewain, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Ady Aug 17. 
Hollest. Farnham, Sept 22 at 12. 

Bowyer, Geo, Wharton, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Cheshire. Northwich, Sept 29 at 12. Bent, Manch. 
Brough, Wm, Four Trees, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Aug 30. Tudor. 
Birm, Sept 24 at 12. Litchtield, Newcastie-under-Lyme; James & 

Griffin, Birm, 


Pepys. 


Pet Sept 7. 


Pepys. Sept 


Pet Sept 7. Far- 


Pet Sept 8. Manch, 


Pet Sept &. 


| Cox, James Harrison, Wednesbury, Stafford, out of business. Pet 


Sept 4. Walsall, Oct 7 at12. Clarke, Walsall; Ebsworth, Wednes- 
bury. 

Fox, Peter Joseph, Plymouth, Devon, Pork Butcher. 
pau). Daw. Exeter, Sept 20 at lt. Floud, Exeter, 


Pet Sept 2 (for 


| Georing, Wm Hugh, Lpool, Comm Merchant. Pet Sept s. Lpool. 


Sept 2) at ll. Dodge, Lpool, 
Gill, Chas, Snaith, Yerk, Insurance Agent. 
Goole, Oct 26at 12. Jetterson, Pontefract. 
Godber, Jonathan Handford, Eastwood, Nottingham, Clothier. Pet 
Septt. Ingle. Beiper, Sept 25at12. Everall, Nottingham. 
Greentiouse, Wm, Chipping Campden, Gloucester, Mercer. Pet Sept 6. 
Wilde. Bristol, Sept 20 at Hl. Kendal & Son, Bourton-on-the-Wacer ; 
Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 
Haskins, Cornelius, Bell-hill, Gloucester, Baker. Pet Aug 21 (for pau). 
Wilton. cester, Sept 25 at 12. George, Gloucester. 
Hayward, John, Gorton, nr Manch, Grocer. Pet Sept 6. Fardell. 
Manch, Sept Zi at li, Biackburst, Lpool. 

Hibbert, Geo, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet Sept 8. 
Hall. Asbton-under-Lyne, Sept 23 at ll. Toy, Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Holland, Jas, Kingston, Journeyman Brewer. Pet Sept3. Howard. 
Portsmouth, Sept 28 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Honour, Geo, Brigiton, Sussex, Pianoforte Tuner. Pet Sept 7. Evershed. 
Brighton, Sept 25 atll, Webb, Brighton. 

Jennings, Chas, Iiminster, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Sept 2. 
Dommett. Chard, Sept 20.at 10. Paull, Ilminster. 

Jones, Thos, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Mason. Pet Sept 7. Batt. Abder- 
gavenny, Sept 2S atlv. Lloyd, Pontypool. 


Pet Sept 2. Wilson. 
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Ludwig, Lonis, & Alfred Jackson Hoyle, Huddersfield, Jewellers. Pet 
Aug 31. Leeds, Sept 27 at11. Learoyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield + 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Marshall, Wm, Knaresborough, York, Joiner. Pet Sept 6. Leeds, 
Sept 27 at 11. Hirst & Capes, Knaresborough; Simpson, Leeds. 

McLeod, Wm, Sharples, Lancashire, Journeyman Joiner. Pet Sept 8. 
Holden. Bolton, Sept 22 at !0. Edge & Dawson, Bolton, 

Morris, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Aug 14. Flint. 
Uttoxeter, Sept 22 at 11. Cowlishaw, Uttoxeter. 

Naylor, John, Haydock, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Pet Sept 7. 

Sept 21 at 12. Beasley, St Helen’s. 

Nutt, Thos Cornelius, Old Lenton, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet July 7. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Oct 6at 10.30. Belk, Nottingnam. 

Sadd, Alfred Wm, East Dereham, Norfolk, Brush Maker. Pet Sept 6. 
Cooper. East Dereham, Sept 27 at 11. Saunders, East Dereham. 

Stroud, John Chas Edwd, & Thos John Stroud, Birm, Chandelier Manu- 
facturers. Pet Sept 8. ‘Tudor. Birm, Sept 22at12. Beale & Co, 
and Brown, Birm. 

Stroud, John Thos, Birm, Chandelier Manufacturer. Pet Sept 8. 
Tudor. Birm, Sept 22 at 12. Beale & Co, and Brown, Birm. 

Sugden, Wm, Cleckheaton, York, Worsted Spinner. Pet Aug 30. Leeds, 
— 27 at 11. Terry & Robinson, Bradford; Bond & Barwick, 

eds, 

Symons, Peter, Newtown, Montgomery, China Dealer. 
Newtown, Sept 20at 11. Jones, Newtown. 

Thomson, Danl, Bootle, Lancashire, Plumber. Pet Sept 7. 
Lpool, Sept 25 at 11.30. Smith, Lpool. 

Pet Sept 7. 
Pet Sept 8. Wilks. 


Lpool, 


Pet Sept 7. 

Hime. 

Widgery, Wm, Exeter, Licensed Victualler, Exeter 
Sept 22at1l. Floud, Exeter. 

Wraight, Edwd. Hythe, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Hythe, Sept 23at 10. Smith, Hythe. 

To Surrender in London, 
TvEspay, Sept. 14, 1869, 

Abraham, Valentine Wm, Leyton, Essex, Builder. 
Pepys. Sept 24 atl. Hcelmes, Finsbury-p] South. 

Ayling, Richd, Abingdon-villas, Kensington, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Sept }0. Pepys. Sept 28 at1l2. Cordwell, College-hill. 

Bailes, Jas, Southgate-rd, Wood-green, Journeyman Cabinet Maker. 
Pet Sept7. Pepys. Sept 28 at 12. 
coln’s-inn. 

Barrett, Edwd, Belgrave-rd, Shepherd’s-bush, Agent. 
Pepys, Sept 24 at ll. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Brown, Hy Patrick, Stratford, Essex, Comm Agent. 
pau). Pepys. Sept 24 at 12. 

Brown, Allen, Seymour-pl, Bryanstone-sq, Corn Dealer. 
Pepys. Sept 24at1. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Chalk, Jas, Salisbury, Wilts, Rug Maker. Pet Sept 9. 
24atll. Rigby, Gresham-st. 


Pet Sept 8. 
Pet Sept 7 (for 
Holmes, Finsbury-pl South. 

Pet Sept 9. 


Pepys. 


Donovan, John Danl, Mortimer-rd, Kingsland, out of business. Pet 


Sept ll. Pepys. Sept 28 at}. Evans & Co, John-st, Bedford-row. 
k farmer, Robt Finney, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 9 (for pan). 
Pepys. Sept 28 ati]. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Grossman, Simon, Southampton, Tailor. PetSept 9. Pepys. 
at12. Torr & Co, Bedford-row. 
Hammond, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Pepys. Sept 24atl. Nind, Basinghall-st, 
James, Jas Evelyn, George-st, Euston-rd, no occupation. 
Pepys. Sept 24 at 1. Lade, Gresham-bidgs. 

King, Joseph Rix, Methwold, Norfvik, Draper. Pet Sept 9. 
Sept 24 at 12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Kinsman, Levi, Commercial-1d, Lambeth, Brewer's Drayman. Pet 
Sept 9. Pepys. Sept 24at12. Dillon, Ironmonger-lane. 

Large, Robt Sheppard, Watford, Herts, Corn Dealer. Pet Sept 9. Pepys. 
Sept 24 atl. biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Levy, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 10 (for pau). Pepys. 
Sept 24 at il. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Milton, Matthew Harman, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
pan). Sept 24 at 12. 

Porter, Miles, Iiford, Essex, out of business, 
Pepys. Sept 24 at 12. Brown, Brentwood. 

Silver, Geo, Prisorer for Debt, London. Pet Sept 9 (for pau). 
Sept 28 at 11. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Smith, Thos Edmond, Union-rd, Rotherithe, ship Broker’s Clerk. Pet 
Sept 9. Pepys. Sept 24 atl. Freeborn, Buckiersbury, 

Smith, Wm, Southampton-st, Camberwe!], General Dealer. Pet Sept 9. 
Pepys. Sept 28 atll. Chippertield & Co, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Smith, Thos, Archer-st, Bayswater, Upholsterer. Pet Sept 8. Pepys. 
Sept 24at 11. Woolf, King-st, Cheapside. 

Thomas, Thos, Hounslow, Middlesex, Dealer in Corn. 
Pepys. Sept 28 atl. Miller & Co, Eastcheap. 

Turner, Wm Rawson, Barking, Exsex,Comm Agent. Pet Sept 7 (for 
pau). Pepys. Sept 24 atl2. Holmes, Finsbury-pi South. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bedford, Worthy, Marshfield, Gloucester, out of business. 
Smith. Bath, Sept 28 at 11. Bartrum, Bath. 

Bellis, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Retail Grocer. 
Kingston-upon-Hul!, Oct 4 at 11. Eaton, Hull. 

Bispham, Joseph, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 24 at 11. Browne. Lpool. 

Bradridge, Robt, Plymouth, Devon, Tea Dealer. Pet Sept 10. 
East Stonehouse, Sept 29 at 11. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth. 

Braund, Jolin, Appledore, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 8. 
Rooker. Bideford, Sept 25 at 1. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Clavey, Martha, Chewton Mendip, Carpenter. Pet Sept 8. Lovell. 
Wells, Oct 4 at 12. Pearson, Temple Cloud. 

Clayton, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Mauch. Pet Sept 7. 
Oct 6 at 9.30. Law, Manch, 

Dalkin, John, Gateshead, Durham, Hosier. Pet Sept 11, 
Gateshead, Sept 25 at 11. Robson, Gateshead. 

Davis, Thos, sen, Bristol, Chimney Sweeper. Pet Sept 7. 
Bristol, Oct 8 at 12. Clifton & Moseley. 
Dawson, Edmund, Leicester, Couch Builder, 
Leicester, Oct 2 at 10. Owston, Leicester, 
Dean, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hosier. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sept 27 at 12. 

Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Pet Sept 9 (for pau). 


Pepys. 


Pet Sept 8 (for 
Goatley, Bow-st, Coyent-garden. 
Pet Sept 7 (for pan). 


Pepys. 


Pet Sept 8. 


Pet Sept 1. 
Pet Sept 13. 


Phillips. 


Pearce, 


Kay, Manch, 
Ingledew. 
Harley. 
Pet Sept 10. Ingram. 


Pet Aug 27. Gibson. 
Addleshaw, Manch; Hoyle & 





| Holstead, Hy, Huddersfield, York, Greengrocer. 


Pet Sept 7 (for pau). 


Grayson, Portsmouth-st, Lin- , 


Sept 


| porter, Emma, Dalton, York, out of business. 


Sept 28 | 


Pet Sept 9. 


Robson, Chas Oswald, New Ormond-st, Builder. 


s. 
| Table Forks, perdoz...e.. 1 10 
| Dessert dittO .cccccccccee 


' Dessert ditto oe.. . 
| TEA SPOONS cccccccccccces 


Pet Sept ll. | 


Lpool, | 


, 
| Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set ofsix 


Doughty, Richd, Kingston-upon-Hull, out of business. Pet Sept 7. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Htll, Sept 23 at 12. Summers, Hull. 

Edwards, John, Westbromwich, Stafford, Accountant Clerk. Pet Sept 
7. Watson. Oldbury, Sept 28 at 11. Rooke, Birm. 

Ellison, Wm Bew, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj Aug 21. Phillips 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Oct 5 at 12. ’ 

Fell, Jas, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Labourer. Pet Sept 2, 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, Sept 27 at 9.30. Pool, Ulverston. 

Francis, John Hy, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Tailor. Pet Sept 10, Lpool 
Sept 27 at 12. Etty, Lpool. 

Gledhill, Fdwin, Leymour, York, Cloth Dresser. Pet Aug 27. 
Huddersfield, Sept 29 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Greenwood, Joseph, Halifax. York, Woolstapler. 
Sept 27 at 11. North & Sons, Leeds. 

Hall, Wm, Bradford, York, Confectioner. 
24 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 

Hall, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Manch, Sept 28 at Il. 

Hammett, John Saml, Plymouth, Devon, Butcher. Pet Sept 8, 
Exeter, Sept 29 at 12.30. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth; Floud, Exeter’ 

Harmer, John, Hawkhurst, Kent, Flumber. Pet Sept 8. Weller, 
Tenterden, Sept 30 at 2. Farrar, Cranbrook. 

Hawkins, John, Rowbarton, Taunton, Somerset, Builder. Adj Sept 3. 
Exeter, Sept 28 at 11. Smith & Boyle, Bridgwater; Rogers, Exeter, 

Hayes, Richd, Farnsfield, Nottingham. Higgler. Pet Sept 8. Newton, 
Newark, Sept 29 at 12. Ashley, Newark. 

Hedley, John, jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet Sept 
3. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sept 27 at 12. Johnston, New. 
castle-on-Tyne. 


Jones, 
Pet Sept 3. Leeds, 
Pet Sept 8. Bradford, Sept 


Adj June 18. Fardell, 


| 
| Hollis, Jesse, Wellington, Salop, Ale Dealer. Pet Sept 8. Newill. Wel. 


lington, Sept 24 at 10. Hiatt, Wellington. 

Pet Aug 30. 
Huddersfield, Sept 29 at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Hughes, Wm Hy, Salford, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet Aug 26, 
Manch, Sept 29 at 11. Marsland & Addleshaw, March. 

Leaman, John Northway, Plymouth, Devon, Beershop Keeper. Pet 
Sept 11. Pearce. East Stonehouse, Sept 29 at 11. Edmonds & Son, 
Plymouth. ‘ ¥ 

Little, John, Lpool, Tobacconist. Pet Sept 9. 
at 12. Brown, Lpool. 

Lowe, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Sept 4 
Manch, Oct 6at 9.30. Chorlton, Manch. 

McCullough, David Thos, Lpool, Wine Cooper. 
Lpool, Sept 25 at 11. Brown, Lpool. 

Nuttall, Hugh, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Aug 4. Hulton. 
Salford, Sept 25 at 9.30. : 

Perryman, Thos, Braunton, Devon, Farmer. Pet Sept 13, Exeter, 
Sept 28 at 10.30, Bencraft, Harnstaple ; Fryer, Exeter. 

Phillips, Thos, Worcester, Hair Dresser. Pet Sept 6. Brown. Woilver.- 
hampton, Sept 22 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 

Pet Aug 31, Jones. 


Jones, 


Fardell, 


Hime. Lpool, Sept 25 
(for pau). Kay. 


Pet Aug 18. Hime, 


Sykes, Huddersfield. 


Huddersfield, Sept 29 at 10. 
Pet Sept 9. 


Robinson, Allen, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Leeds, Sept 28 at 12. Harle, Leeds. : 

Smith, Siduey, Stretford, Lancashire, Salesman. Pet Sept 11, Hulton. 
Salford, Sept 25 at 9.80. Mann, Manch. 

Taylor, Jonathan, Kirkburton, York, Tinner. Pet July 3). Jones. 
Huddersfield, Sept 29 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Waiker, Edwin, Kimberley, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Sept 9. 
Nottingham, Oct 6 at 10.30, Cranch, Nottingham. 

Welsford, Geo, Bristol, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet Sept 8. Harley 
Bristol, Oct 8 at 12. Clifton & Moseley. 

Wiliiams, Rhys Llwyd, Noyad Hall, Brecon, Farmer. 
Wilde. Bristol, Sept 25ati!. Box, Bristol. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TvEspay, Sept, 14, 1869. 


Marsha!!! 


Patchitt. 


Pet Sepill. 


Sept 13. 





| GPACK'S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat: 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos 


| sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear eqns 
! to Sterling Silver. 
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XYLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSEis the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:- 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superi*t 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Pate. 
x. Table Knives aid 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, id. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated Knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cetevrated for 50 year. 
svory ‘lable Knives, I4s., I6s., anc 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
aud Forks,8s. 9d. and 1l2s.; Black Horn ditto, $s. and 10s. All war 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not a!low ot a detailed list, p"" 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, é:. 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing [rozaor 
gery, &. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked 3 plwé 
figures at the same low prices tor which their ¢ iment bas bet 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 red cartiage tre 

er rail. 
. RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Sumerset House. 
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